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CATHOLIC RELIGION, 

The shortest way to end disputes about 
religion is, to reduce them all to this one 
question, viz.: Whether the Church which 
Christ has established on earth be infallible in 
deciding matters of faith? For, if it be once 
fully and clearly proved, that Christ has es- 
tablished such a Church, then all are bound 
to submit to her; and the decision of this one 
general point cuts off all particular disputes; 
which, like skirmishes between small patties, 
serve only to prolong a war, when it may be 
ended by one decisive battle. 

The reason of this is clear; because, in dis- 
putes about particular points, the arguments 
pro and con are either drawn from principles 
of natural reason, or from Scripture, or church 
authority. If from principles of natural rea- 
son, the dispute is wholly philosophical, and 
will never be brought to any positive deter- 
mination; because each party will always 
think his own reasons the best. If from 
Scripture, interpreted by private judgment, 
the disputants (being both parties) will never 
come to an agreement about the true sense 
of it. Lastly, «if from arguments grounded 
Upon authority, these also will not be fully 
convincing, unless it be proved, that it is an 
authority, which neither can err, nor lead in- 
to error; and then the question will be reduc- 
ed to the principle I speak of, which being 
once acknowledged, is an infallible founda- 
, “on of all the truths in which religion is 
concerned. 

The doctrine of the Real Presence, for in- 
stance, as well as most of the controverted 














points, may be examined either by the princi- 
ples of philosophy, or theology; that is, by 
human reason, or the word of God as inter- 
preted by the Church. If a member of the 
Church of Rome, condescend so far as to 
treat this question philosophically (which is 
but trifling with matters of religion) he is then 
bound to maintain, that the doctrine of the 
Real Presence, though above his comprehen- 
sion, like other mysteries of faith, is not how- 
ever contrary to reason; and this he may ea- 
sily do, by reconciling it with the current 
principles of philosophy, as is the usual me- 
thod in schools. But those, who deny the 
Real Presence, will, on the contrary, maintain 
it to be, not only a contradiction to reason, 
but to the unquestionable evidence of our 
senses, This will be the state of the dispute 
between them; but what will be the issue? 
If the two parties are equally expert at 
fencing with words and distinctions, neither 
the one nor the other will ever think himself 
foiled by his adversary; both will come off 
triumphant, and highly satisfied with their own 
reason: and thus the contest may Jast till 
dooms-day; both champions maintaining their 
ground, like Thomists and Scotists in their 
trivial, logical questions, without ever putting 
their adversaries to a nonplus, or obliging 
them to retract their opinions. 

But suppose a Roman Catholic should by 
dint of argument get some advantage over 
his Protestant antagonist, and incline him to 
think that the doctrine of the Real Presence 
is no contradiction either to sense, or reason, 
what could it avail him? The Protestant will 
still regard it as a mere problematical opin- 
ion, which may be either true, or falée: nay, 
let us even suppose him to be absolutely con- 
vinced of the truth-of the Catholic doctrine 
in this particular point, he will advance but 
one step nearer to the Church of Rome, and 
the same work is to begin over and over again 
in every article in which Protestants differ 


verted article must shift as well as it can fér 
itself, and stand upon its own merit. Thus 
it will not be a very tedious, or difficult task 
to make it evidently appear, that every con- 
tested truth, though transcending all human 
reason, is not only reconcileable thereto, but 
has even the advantage of reason on its side. 

Let any man but try the experiment on the 
great mystery of the Blessed Trinity against 
those who deny it. Though the truth of this 
mystery, if examined on principles of theolo- 
gy, be unquestionable, yet whoever pretends 
to defend it with the weak arms of human 
reason, or to answer all objections from rea- 
son against it, will find he has undertaken a 
very arduous task; for, let him even surpass 
his adversary in wit and eloquence; the ob- 
jections will always appear more plausible, 
and carry a greater weight of reason than his 
answers; because, whatever is above reason, 
is seemingly against it. 

Protestants themselves are so sensible of 
this truth, that when they write against So- 
cinians, or even their dissenting brethren, 
they generally appeal from reason to authori- 
ty; nay, they hesitate not to borrow arms of the 
Catholics, to fight against enemies who have 
seemingly reason on their side, and are there- 
fore perpetually reproaching them for turning 
those arguments against them, which are the 
very foundations of Catholicity, and which 
they themselves are forced to answer, when 
they dispute against the Church of Rome. 

Hence it plainly appears, that disputes 
must be endless, when every particular arti- 
cle of religion is treated like a question in 
philosophy: but if any of them be examined 
theologically, and brought to the test of God’s 
word, as delivered and explained by his holy 
Church, then the only remaining dispute, in 
order to obtain full conviction, will be, whether 
that Church be infallible in deciding matters 
of faith; and if this can be solidly and clearly 
proved, then private reason is silenced, and 
must either submit, or cease to be reason; 





from that Church; because, unless we come 
to one general and supreme principle, in which | 
they are all equally included, every contro-| 


nay, it will be obliged to captivate dself unto 
the obedience of faith, not only in reference ta 






































98 


THE JESUIT. 





Vou. II, 





that single point, but to all the decisions of 
that Church upon the game principle; because, 
nothing is more reasonable than to submit to 
fallible guide in every thing without ex- 
ception. 
or this reason I have always been of opin- 
ion, that it is the only article that ought to be 
disputed, or that deserves the most serious 
examination of all parties; and I cannot ques- 
tion but that every sincere lover of truth and 
peace will readily coincide with me in the 
same opinion: for if, upon inquiry, it be found 
that there is an infallible Church, every sin- 
cere lover of truth will think it the greatest 
happiness to be under the direction of a guide 
by whom he cannot be misled; and every lov- 
er of peace will rejoice to see innumerable 
disputes, which serve rather to perplex than 
to clear up the truth, cut off by the determi- 
nation of this single point. He will also be 
convinced, that the shortest way to end dis- 
’ putes about religion is certainly the best; be- 
cause disputes, even when necessary, are but 
necessary evils, and therefore ought to be 
retrenched as much as possible. Whoever, 
therefore, declines this method, seems to be 
afraid to see truth in its clearest light, and 
betrays a consciousness of the badness of his 
cause, in seeking to perplex it in a labyrinth 
of endless disputes; whereas he who trusts 
to the goodness of his cause, desires nothing 
more earnestly than to have it tried by the 
clearest and shortest Way. 

This is the only reason that has determin- 
ed me in the choice of my subject, being re- 
solved to go to the bottom of the case at once, 
and hazard all upon its issue. The infallibil- 
ity of the Church is therefore the great cause, 
in defence whereof I have ventured to employ 
my pen: for if I cannot persuade a man of 
the truth of this fundamental article, it will be 
time and labor lost, to argue for particular 
tenets, which are all built upon the same foun- 
dation; but if I can convince him that there 
is an infallible Church established by Christ, 
and that it can be no other than the Roman 
Catholic Church, then it must be considered 
unnecessary to labor in the proof of every par- 
ticular article protessed by that Church; be- 
cause the strongest arguments that can be 
brought in proof of them, can never be of 
equal weight with that of the judgment and 
authority of an infallible Church, declaring 
them to be divine and revealed truths. The 
following syllogisin must therefore suffice to 
demonstrate them all: An — Church 
cannot err: but the Church established by Christ 
is — and this Church is no other than 
the Roman Catholic Church; therefore she can- 
not err. The first proposition is self-evident; 
if therefore the second (which contains the 
whole substance of this treatise) be also prov- 
ed, the consequence is undeniable; and eve- 
ry thing, that follows from it, must also be 
true, and needs no further proof. 

Having thus assigned the reason that in- 
duced me to undertake this subject, I shall 
add something to shew its importance, by set- 
ting down a few consequences of moment, 
that follow, if the truth of the question be on 
the Roman Catholic side, which I hope, with 
God’s assistance, to prove. 

First, then, if the Church, which Christ 
has established, be infallible in her doctrine, 
it evidently tollows, that they, who are mem- 











bers of a Church which disowns such infaili 
bility, belong act to the Chareh of Cheist: a! 


dreadful consequence! which deserves the 
serious consideration of all who are not whol- 
ly indifferent, to the inquiry whether their 
faith, or religion be right, or wrong. 
Secondly, lf the Church, which Christ has 
established upon earth, be proved infallible, 
it follows that the same arguments and texts, 
which prove her infallibility, serve also as a 
sufficient proof for every article which she 
positively declares to be of faith; because, 


it is a part of her doctrine, grounded upon 
the following words of Christ: He who hears 
you, hears me; and he who despises you, despis- 
es me; for, surely, they who despise God, 
are not in the way of salvation. 

Fourthly, If the Church established by 
Christ can be proved infallible even to the 
world’s end,. then it evidently follows, that 
she never fell into any error against faith: 
and that as she was once the true Church, so 


though there were no particular texts in proof| she has always been, and must continue the 


of them, yet, if an infallible Church declares 
them to be articles of faith, the same scrip- 
ture which proves the Church to be infallible, 
proves these also to be infallible and incon- 
testable truths. 

As zealous as Protestants are against the 
Church’s infallibility, they are forced to de- 
pend wholly upon her authority in many ar- 
ticles of great importance, that cannot be 
evidently proved by any text of scripture. 

First. The lawfulness for Christiens to 
work upon Saturdays, is apparently contrary 
to the express word of God, who commands 


at one blow the whole’ reformation, because 
its abettors never had any other pretence, 
than that of reforming the supposed errors of 
the Church, for separating themselves from 
her communion. ‘The errors and abuses of 
the Church of Rome were the hue and cry 
at the beginning of the reformation, as it 
ever has been the custom with rebels against 
their lawful sovereigns. As this has given 
birth to all the reformed ehurches, and ever 
since been their principal support, if it be 
proved, that the errors charged upon the 


us to keep the Sabbath, the seventh day of| Church are all imaginary and supposititious, 


the week, holy. Remember the Sabbath day 
to keep it holy. Six days shalt thou labor and 
do all thy work. But the seventh day is the 
Sabbath of the Lord thy God; in it thou shalt 
not do any work, Exod. xx. 8, 9, 10. 

Second. The validity of infant baptism, 
whereof there is no example in scripture, for 
our Saviour joins baptism with instruction, 
(Matthew, xxviii. 19.) of which latter infants 
are incapable. ’ 

Third. The efficacy of the sacraments, 
though conferred by an heretical, or wicked 
minister. The Donatists, for denying this, 
are esteemed heretics, as well by the Church 
of England, as by the Church of Rome. Yet 
there is no text in scripture for it, as St. Aus- 
tin acknowledges in his writings against them, 
L. 1. Cont. Cresc. c. 33. 

Fourth. The authority of the Church is the 
only proof we have, either for the canon, or 
divine inspiration of the scriptures, since 
none of the sacred penmen have determined 
what books are canonical, and what not. St. 
Paul indeed tells us, that all scripture is giv- 
en by divine inspiration, 2 Tim. ini. 16. But 
how can we know whether those very words 
were written by divine inspiration, or that the 
epistle from whence they are taken is canon- 
ical, but from the authority of the Church? 
This made Dr. Cosin express himself thus 
concerning the number of canonical books, 
page 5. For which (says he) we have no better, 
no other external rule, or testimony to guide 
us, than the constant voice of the Catholic and 
Universal Church, as it has been delivered to 
us upon record from one generation to another. 

These and many other instances, which I 
omit for brevity’s sake, serve as unanswerable 
proof; First, Of the necessity of admitting 
apostolical traditions for a rule of faith; and 
Secondly, That if Protestants are obliged to 
depend upon the authority even of a fallible 
church in many articles of importance, which 
cannot be proved from scripture, my infer- 
ence is incontestable, that the same texts, 
which prove the Church to be infallible, are 
likewise a sufficient proof of every article 
which that Church positively deciares to be 
of faith. 

Thirdly, If the Church established by 
Christ be iafaliible, it follows, that there can 


be no salvation vut of her communion; since 


and that she never fell, nor can fall into a 
error against the revealed faith and doctrine 
taught by Christ and his apostles, the conse- 
quence will be, that the pretence for a refor- 
mation was groundless:—that the Protestant 
Religion, as it differs from the Roman Catho- 
lic, is without a foundation; and that Luther, 
the great patriarch of the reformation, as well 
as Calvin, who reformed the reformation of 
Luther, and others who reformed them 
both, were no better than impostors, and re- 
bels against the Church. In fact, antiquity 
knew no distinction between heretics, and re- 
formers of the Church’s faith, as they were 
always reputed synonymous terms; and there 
is no other mark to distinguish orthodox doc- 
trine from heresy, than that the one is the 
doctrine of the Church of Christ, and the 
other opposite to it; and by having received 
its birth since the time of the apostles, it 
bears the infamous brand of novelty on its 
forehead. 

This inference appears unanswerable, un- 
less Protestants either have recourse to the 
pitiful shift of an invisible church, which ] 
take to be no better than giving up the cause 
with an ill grace, or can shew that at the be- 
ginning of the reformation, and many ages be- 
tore it, there was a visible church upon earth, 
which was not in communion with the See 
of Rome, yet was the true Church of Christ; 
the falsehood whereof I shall prove hereafter. 

Lastly, If Christ has established an infal- 
lible Church on earth, it follows that she 
alone is the genuine interpreter of the reveal- 
ed word of God, the only judge of contro- 
versy, and supreme tribunal, from which there 
is no appeal, either to private judgment, or to 
wy epee authority upon earth. 

he truth of this consequence is so incon- 
testable, that though the first reformers shut 
their eyes against it, the reformed churches 
have since been forced to acknowledge that 
supreme authority in the representatives, 
even of a national church, which but a few 
years before, they had disowned in the Uni- 
versal Church of Christ. 

I shall content myself with producing a re- 
markable instance of this, in the proceedings 
of the Protestant Synod, held at Dort against 
the Arminians, Anno, 1618. ‘For though 
this synod was far from being either a gene 
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ral council, or assuming an infallibility to it- 
self, yet it required an absolute submission 
to its decrees! The Arminians protested 
against the legality of the synod, pretending 
chiefly, that the principal members of it were 
parties, who had already declared themselves 
in their writings, and were therefore unqual- 
ified to be their judges. But this plea was 
unanimously over-ruled by the synod, and 
their reasons for rejecting it are very remark- 


le. 

The English Protestant divines, who were 
then present, objected against it; because, 
said they, were it allowed, it would utterly 
overthrow the authority of the first four gen- 
eral councils, the members whereof, though 
they had,'before their meeting together, wrti- 
ten against Arius, Macedonius, Nestorius, 
and Kutyches, were not thereby unqualified 
to be their judges. 

The deputies of Hesse said, that if the 

lea of the Arminians were admitted, it would 
follow that there never was, or ever could be 
a legal council assembled to terminute dis- 
putes and condemn heresies; because the 
most zealous pastors ‘and able divines were 
always the first in opposing the authors of 
them, both by word of mouth and writing. 

Those of Bremen alledged, that if persons 
forfeited their rights to sit as judges in a coun- 
cil, by having declared themselves enemies 
to any new doctrine started in the Church, 
the growth of heresies would be unavoidable, 
asno man would venture to oppose it, for 
fear of prejudicing his own right; and also 
added, that it was of no consequence, that 
they were therefore judges in their own cause; 
because, in contests about religion, it is not 
any man’s particular cause, but the common 
cause of God andthe Church, that is to be 
determined. Others, finally, said, that it was 
not lawful to go out of the Church for judg- 
es, but that she herself, in her pastors, was 
the only judge of controversies in religion. 

These were the principal reasons alledged 
against the Arminians, to shew the unreason- 
ableness and irregularity of their protesting 
against the authority of the synod; and the 
result was, that if they persisted in their re- 
fusals to submit to its decisions, they should 
be considered as persons cut off from the 
Protestant communion, and treated accord- 
ingly. 

But could the synod be so blind, as not to 
see, that all this was cutting Martin Luther’s 
throat, and stabbing the reformation to the 
very heart? Its decrees were nevertheless 
solemnly approved, and received by the Hu- 
gonots in ans. who were not permitted by 
the state to send their deputies, and in a na- 
tional synod held at Arles, Anno, 1620, they 
bound themselves by oath, to believe and 
teach the doctrine established by this synod! 

This I consider as an unanswerable proof, 
that Protestants themselves have been oblig- 
ed to acknowledge a supreme tribunal estab- 
lished by Christ, vested with sovereign au- 
thority to decide all controversies in religion; 
and as they have also owned this authority 
to be lodged even in a national and fallible 
synod, the last consequence { have drawn 
from the supposition of an infallible Church 
is beyond all dispute; for, surely that autho- 
rity can never be refused tothe supreme tri- 
bunal of the infallible Church, which they 
have asserted to be the right and prerogative 


May not then the powerful reasons alledged 
by the Synod of Dort to confute the plea of 
the Arminians, and the sentence it pronounc- 
ed against them, be justly considered as a 
solemh and authentic condemnation of the 
first founders of the reformed churches, pro- 
nounced by Protestants themselves? 

Let us now draw the parallel between the 
Arminians and Luther, and consider the mer- 
its of their cause by the justest weights and 
measires. Arminius was baptized in the 
Protestant Church, and Luther received his 
baptism in the Church of Rome. Arminius 





preached and taught the doctrine of his mo- 
ther church, and so did Luther for several 
years. Arminius began insensibly to broach 
new doctrines, and opinions before unknown 
to his church, and Luther was guilty of the 
very same crime. Arminius was at first con- 
demned by the writings of his fellow-minis- 
ters, and Luther by the living voice of the 
whole Catholic Church throughout the world, 
which, as will appear hereafter, was entirely 
against him. The doctrine of Arminius ex- 
cited great disturbances in the United Pro- 
vinces; and that of Luther threw all Europe 
into disorder. At length a synod assembled 
at Dort, to examine the doctrine of Armini- 
us; and a general council met at Trent, to 
examine that of Luther. The Arminians re- 
fused to appear before the synod, but were 
compelled to do it by the states, whose sub- 
jects they were. The Lutherans refused to 
appear at the council, to which they were in- 


tered by their respective sovereigns. The 
Arminians published their protestation against 
the legality of the synod, and the Lutherans 
did the same in reference to the council, and 
gave chiefly the same frivolous reason for it, 
viz. That the Pope’s legates and bishops, 
and prelates assembled in it, being declared 
parties, were not duly qualified to be their 
judges. The protestation of the Arminians 
was over-ruled by the synod, and that of the 
Lutherans by the council. Both assemblies 
asserted their authority; and, in a word, the 
Arminians were condemned by the Synod of 
Dort, and the Lutherans by the Council of 
Trent. Now since Protestants own, that the 
Arminians were justly condemned at Dort, 
they must likewise acknowledge, that the 
Lutherans and Calvinists, with the rest of the 
reformed churches, were justly condemned at 
rent. 

If this be not Argumentum ad hominem, or 
confuting an adversary from his own princi- 
ples and practice, words have lost their mean- 
ing. With what colour of justice, then, can 
Protestants condemn Arminius, and at the 
same time absolve Luthe?? Or with what 
appearanoe of reason can they vindicate the 
authority of the Synod of Dort, and cry down 
that of the Council of Trent? Can there be 
a single argument produced to prove that the 
Arminians were bound in conscience, as the 
synod told them, to submit to its decrees, 
which will not by many degrees more strongly 
prove, that both Lutherans and Calvinists 
were under the same indispensable obligation 
to submit to the Council of Trent? And let 
me tell the genilemen of the reformation that 
if they had submitted, as they were in duty 
bound to submit, the reformation had been 
stifled in its cradle, and there would have 
been no work inthe following century for the 





of a tribunal in every respect its inferior.— 








Synod of Dort, 


vited, but could not be compelled, being shel- | 


If any one be so weak as to alledge, that 
the Synod of Dort had truth on its side, but 
that the Council of Trent had not; I answer, 
that this is a Petitio Principii, or a begging 
of the very point in question, which I have 
not the complaisance to grant. For, if the 
Synod of Dort had an unquestionable sover- 
eign authority to decide what was true, or 
false doctrine with respect to the Arminians, 
certain I am that the Council of Trent had as 
ample a patent, and was at least fully as well 
qualified to judge the doctrine of the reformed 
churches: and therefore, if the Arminians 
were bound to submit to the Synod, the Lu- 
therans and Calvinists were bound to submit 

to the Council, 

But enough of this. The importance of 
the consequences I have drawn from the sup- 
position of an infallible Church, shews with 
what seriousness this question ought to be 
examined by all who have a real concern for 
the salvation of their souls. For, if Christ 
has actually established such a Church, and 
if the Church in communion with the See of 
Rome, can alone produce her charter to prove 
herself to be that infallible Church, whoever 
refuses to hear her voice, is, according to the 
sentence pronounced by Christ himself, to be 
reputed as aheathen and a publican. Matt. 
xviii. 17. 





FRANCE. 
(From the Quotidienne.) 
“ LIBERTY AND EQUALITY”!! 


Nismes, Sept. 3.—I write to you in haste, 
to inform you of the events which have-pase- 
ed here within this month. The friends of 
the Constitutionnel will, no doubt, publish an 
account of what has happened at Nismes; 
but as it is in the habit of making things ap- 
pear in its favor, it is the duty of an honest 
man to tell the truth. 

The news of the event at Paris, arrived 
at Nismes on 2d Aug. What to believe of 
it nobody knew. The different parties were 
together, without daring to give an opinion. 
The upper class of Protestants went to the 
Catholics and proposed to unite the two par- 
ties of the lower class, who were the only 
ones to excite any dread. After three days 
trouble, M. Herman, then Prefect, M. de 
Castelher, Mairie, and a Deputy, M. Vedal, 
Adjoint, M. Bonhomme, Cure, M. Tachard, 
Pastor, and a number of men of the two par- 
ties effected this union, which unfortunately 
did not last many days. The Protestants 
were hardly in possession of office, when the 
Catholics were turned out of their situations; 
there were even put into the police for two 
subalterns, a fraudulent bankrupt and a thiev~ 
ing servant; the town was delivered up to 
anarchy, and under the cry of liberty we 
were oppressed. 

The meeting began first at the Cafe de la 
Bourse, near the p rca the rendezvous of 
the Protestant workmen, and on the bridge 
de la bouquerie, the rendezvous of the very 
lowest class of protestants. It was not pru- 
dent for a Catholic workman to pass that 
way, he was sure to be cut down. Such 
things happened at all hours of the day; they 
threatened to destroy the crucifixes and mas- 
sacre the Catholics, as they did inthe revolu- 
tion. The Catholic workmen, therefore, met 
together near the barracks, on the side of the 








town near the chief residence of the Catholic 
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peasants. They declared that they would 
make no attacks, but that they would defend 
themselves, which is what they did on the 
30th of last month. On the 15th, a number 
of Protestants, amounting to about 500, went 
towards the barracks to fall on the Catholics ; 
each had a knife in his pocket, and a large 
stone in each hand, which they struck against 
each other, making a most terrific noise. 
They only found about thirty Catholics, who 
were obliged to run away. The agitators 
entered a small Cafe, and on coming out, they 
by mistake, wounded one of their own party. 
They wished to attribute this to the Catho- 
lics, but common sense is sufficient to refute 
this calumny. In fact, is it possible that they 
would have allowed one of their comrades to 
be assassinated, when to do mischief was 
their delight? While the ancient magistracy 
was preserved, and while the Swiss regiment 
remained, nothing alarming occurred. The 
meetings of Protestants became every day 
more threatening. On the 15th, all the bri- 
gade of gendarmes, a squadron of lancers, 
and two battalions of Swiss, were under arms 
in the square of the theatre, and at the Cafe 
de la Bourse. The people cried‘ “ Down 
with the gendarme! down with the Swiss! 
down with the Catholics! long live the liber- 
als! liberty for ever! the republic forever! 
Philip for ever!” &c. And this lasted 
throughout the whole night. 

On the 16th, the Fair day, the persons us- 
ing the Cafe de la Bourse collected the Pro- 
testants from Milhaud, Uchaud, and other 
villages near Nismes. After having treated 
them, they led them about with the national 
flag through the whole fair, encouraging them 
to insult the parties they pointed out. The 
shopkeepers were obliged to carry away their 
goods before they could arrange them, and 
before noon, the entire of the shops were shut. 

The Prefect, M. Herman, whose prudent 
conduct is admired by every body, would not 
quit his post till the Swiss had promised to 
preserve order, and till they were relieved by 
other troops. Thanks to their bravery, the 
Protestants did not dare stir; but they de- 
clared aloud, that, after the departure of the 
Swiss, the Catholics should pay for it. In 
fact, the last battalion had scarcely left Nis- 
mes, when they ran to arms;—those who had 
no arms went in a crowd to the Mayor and 
demanded them. The magistrate eluded 


their demand till the following day, when | 


| gr Oe repeat, it was only by collect- 
ing the Catholics, that their brethren of Nis- 
mes were saved. The magistrates were una- 
ble to control the soi-disant liberals, and 
they could not have prevented the massacre. 


PHILADELPHIA. 


The Jubilee was opened on Sunday the 
14th instant, in St. Mary’s Church, by the 
co-adjutor Bishop, Dr. Kenrick, in a very 
eloquent discourse, which made a deep and 
lasting impression upon the congregation. 
He had previously administered the Sacra- 
ment of Confirmation to 340 persons, to whom 

e made a short but feeling address on the 
duties, obligations and effects of the sacra- 
ment which they had received. He gave 
notice that the Sacrament of Confirmation 
would be administered in the church of the 
Holy Trinity, on Sunday the 2ist. In the 
other churches, the children are receiving 
the usual Catechistical instructions, prepara- 
tory to the reception of that Sacrament, which 
will be shortly administered to them by the 
Rt. Rev. Dr. Conwext, Bishop of that Dio- 


cess.— Cath. Press. 








LIBERTY OF THE PRESS. 


The late Revolution in France has had for 
its main pretence ‘the liberty of the press 
and the independence of Editors,” yet their 
rights seem now to be in as much uncertainty 
as before. Indeed, if we believe what has 
been said in some of our late gazettes, (after 
the battle of Paris,) the liberty of the press 
was successfully vindicated; Charles and 
Polignac were entirely out of the question. 
The Editors themselves agreed not to admit 
into their papers any thing that could put in 
jeopardy the excellent order that has been 
lately established. In that resolution they 
could not fear to be disturbed, as they them- 
selves had pro bono publico—accepted to take 
possession of the main offices of state. Two 
ministers, Guizot and Broglie, and a list of 
Editors, (27 in number,) have, it appears, 
been appointed to councils of state, prefect- 
ships, high judicatures, &c. No ambition 
\throughout; oh no! Sacrifices made for the 


security of mankind were the ostensible ben- 
efits of the liberty of the press! [See Couri- 
er of New York, 16th of October.] But 
some unlucky journalists who thought they 


they returned, threatening fire and sword if| might venture on their own “ illimited ” 
they were deceived. Finally, about 500 of| range, and profess doubt on the immaculate 


them, armed with knives, muskets, &c., went 
on the 30th to the Bourgarde to disarm and 
massacre the Catholics, but these being time- 
ly warned, armed themselves, and about one 
hundred sustained and repulsed the attack 
of the revolutionists. The Protestants had 
the national flag; the Catholics had the same 
banner, with a wooden crucifix at their head, 
to show that they were not rebels against law; 
but that they defended their religion and 
their property, The crucifix of the mission 
of St. Charles had been previously attacked, 


and when a detachment of 25 men joined the 


ge the latter immediately ceased to 
re. 


The Protestants, terrified at seeing that the 
Catholics had dared to defend themselves, 
were vanquished, though superior in number, 
and returned to the Mairie, and then the pub- 
lic officers were compelled to give them arms. 


excellence of the new order of things, have 
already learned a new lesson from their bro- 
thers in the ministry. Thus strange is thé 
case of the present state of the press in 
France. The liberal Editors themselves, at 
least those who have fished enough in the 
| troubled waters, agree to say nothing, oppose 
nothing, but go on of their own accord in the 
old fashioned way of admiration, which their 
great master before the restoration, whose 
very ashes cannot be recalled to France, had 
so successfully enforced. Whilst the present 
government takes care of those who profess 
themselves not extremely well satisfied with 
| every thing, it seems as if they were willing 
to justify the main position of the report 
served by the ministers to Charles X. before 
the ordinances were enacted, viz. that in the 
real state of society in Europe, no govern- 
|ment could stand the action of an illimited 











1€ | claim and maintain. 
public good and a due regard to the public | of the committee were adopted, yet on this 
| very shore 75 names and more were repeat- 





press once stubbornly resolved to prostrate 
it—a position that some Editors of this coun. 
try think, possesses much probability upon 
that old soil, so different from our land of 
vast dispersion, population, and every other 
data that may neutralize the efforts of a com- 
bination of able Editors so inclined. Such 
has been the course of the immediate conge- 
quences after three days fighting in Paris ag 
to reduce the question of right for those who 
do not judge merely by the event to a mere 
case of anticipation between two parties; the 
people at large are not so evidently concerned 
in it, for their own will, as many suppose! 
Alas! leaders plot on divers sides, and the peo- 
ple pay for it. ‘‘ Delirant reges, plectuntur 
Achivi.” Meanwhile, Editors keep to the 
old adage: “ Nul n’aura de lesprit hors 
nous et nos amis.” —Jbid. 


JESUITS. 


At the sitting of the French Chamber of 
Deputies on the 4th of October, M. Etienne, 
brought up a report of the petition’s commit- 
tee, on the petition of M. Gallery for the sup- 
pression of the Jesuits, presented before the 
dissolution of the Chambers. ‘The report 
spoke of the society as a dangerous institu- 
tion, as the adviser and accomplice of the late 
oppressive government, (of Charles X. of 
course,) what of the Duke of Brunswick? or 
the Orange King of the Netherlands? or 
Hanover? or Hesse Darmstadt? or Prussia? 
&e.: but of Bavaria, all duplicity! and _per- 
haps of Switzerland; that begins to move too. 
The report said that the society should be 
wcndiel with strict jealousy; that the state 
can, and ought to discard from all share in 
the management of public affairs, persons 
whose professions, were at variance with the 
public institutions (so said the ministers of 
Charles X.)—that here the right and duties 
of the state are bounded—and that, therefore, 
the expulsion of the Jesuits prayed for by the 
petitioners, (indeed more fervently prayed 
for by many other fanatics) would be an act 
of oppression contrary to the principle of uni- 
versal toleration which the state ought to pro- 
The recommendations 


edly attached to a paper that vowed to pro- 
cure such “ expulsion,” not of the Jesuits a- 
lone, but of all such anti-christs and idolaters, 
&c. So much to the credit of the new gov- 
ernment. It is plain that the fatal ordinanc- 
es, which two years ago suppressed the col- 
leges of the Jesuits of France, must have 
been rejected if proposed to the present cham- 
ber; but to be consistent, what objection 
could they have to the Jesuits opening their 
colleges again, the Gallery opposition not- 
withstanding? None. Nay, “the state” 
would be obliged to support them in their law- 
ful and beneficent exertions. Peaceable and 
prudent men may think of the days of the 
burning of St. Acheal, and of the sack of 
Mont-Rouge, when an infuriated and sense- 
less mob think the protection of the laws of 
their country, as yet too precarious! Were 
they in full force, not only are they perfectly 
entitled to open their colleges, but to claim 
redress and indemnity for their losses, and 
the unremitted outrages to which they were 
so iniquitously subjected. Such opening, 
desirable as it is to the friend of religion an 
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letters, they will probably postpone for a 
while; such redress they will not think of; 
they never did, through so many persecutions 
that the common enemy has so often excited 
against them, being ever satisfied with the 
blessedness pronounced upon those who suf- 
fer for justice sake, and repeating their Di- 
vine Master’s words for his blind persecutors; 
Nesciunt quid faciunt.—Ibid. 


THE JESUIT. _ 
BOSTON, NOVEMBER 27; 1830. 

















LETTERS RECEIVED THIS WEEK FROM 

Rev. J, Hazeltine, Bardstown, Ky.—Mr. F. X. Lan- 
aan, Hagerstown, Md.—John Quilty, Bridport, Addi- 
son Co. Vermont.—Rev. Mr. De Lancy, Norfolk, Va. 


ORDINATIONS. 
Marytanp.—The Rev. George Flaut, was 
raised on the 3d of October last, to the Holy 
Order of Priesthood, by the Most Rev. the 

Archbishop Whitfield of Baltimore. 


Sours Carotina.—The Minor Order of 
Reader, was conferred upon Mr. John Field- 
ing; the Holy Order of Subdeaconship, upon 
Rev. T. Birmingham; of Deaconship, upon 
the Rev. P. Whelan; and of Priesthood, upon 
the Rev. E, J. McCool, by the Rt. Rev. Dr. 
England, Bishop of Charleston. 

May Heaven prosper the Good Cause, 
and rapidly raise up zealous and uncompro- 
mising Soldiers, to fight the good fight of 
Faith, vanquish error, and heresy, and bring 
all those who have been seduced from the 
standard of the Cross, by the cruel cunning of 
men, into the camp of Salvation! Amen. 





It would be a cruel injustice to deprive 
our Readers of an Elegant Extract, which, 
for the edification of the numerous and re- 
spectable body of Roman Catholics through- 
out the United States, has on the 24th inst. 
appeared, under the head of “‘ The Jesuit,” in 
a Paper, which is called “ Tue New-Enc- 
uanp CuristiAN Herarp, conducted under 
the Superintendence of a Committee of the 
New-England, Maine and New-Hampshire 
and Vermont Conferences of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church.” 

“ Aaron Lummus, Proprietor and Publish- 
er—William Brown, Editor.’ 


“THE JESUIT.” 


“Tt seems that this concern writhes in 
agony, as we expected, under the torturing 
intelligence of the late revolution in France. 

he groans of the PAPAL BEAST, however, are 
well understood in these free States. What 
a pity that France is not in the happy, flour- 
ishing condition which Spain enjoys under 
the enlightened, mild, and independent Fer- 
dinand, and his ecclesiastical hirelings! What 
an abandoned creature is old La Fayette! 
What a pity that he is not in Purgatory! We 
hope that the Parists in the United States 
will content themselves with a share of libe- 
rality equal to that of other sects; if not, they 
forfeit even that. So we say of any sect. 
Amid the rejoicings of all Protestant Chris- 
tendom for the late events in France, we have 
for a chorus the lamentations of the children 


in the field of debate are not enough to sup- 
port this cause—it needs the secular arm, | 
without which their efforts are puny and in-| 
effectual.” | 


Here, gentle readers, we have a beautiful | 
specimen of Methodistic meekness, Wesleyan 
courtesy and Science,—By a happy figure 
of speech, we learn that “ the concern of. 
“the Jesuit” writhes in agony, under the | 
torturing intelligence of the late revolution | 
in France!” A concern writhing in agony! | 
Blessed Revival of language! What a Brown | 
study must it not have cost the original ge- 
nius to have conceived the happy Trope. He, 
in his Methodistical politeness, says, that “ the 
groans of the Papal Beast, are, however, well 
understood in these free States.” Thank 
you, Mr. “ Herald,” for the information and 
compliment! Yet, gentle readers, these 
Sectarians are the beings who accuse us of a 
want of courtesy! True, we have acted on 
the defensive, and yet must accuse ourselves 
of being wretchedly, deficient in the modest 
assurance, slang, whining and cant, which the 
enemies of our Holy Religion so becomingly 
and methodically adopt. Yes, Mr. ‘‘ Editor,” 
such “ groans” are well understood to your 
sorrow, and that of your polite, enlightened and 
respectable ‘* Conferences;” for, notwithstand- 
ing your systematic efforts in multiplying 
your tinerant leaders, or edifying and spiritual 
tourists, with the knowing ones whose pro- 
vince it is to shout “ glory,”’ and who by their 
Sibylline contortions seek to gull the simple 
and credulous; the sensible part of your com- 
munity are becoming tired of that play, and are 
fortunately seeking after solid and Apostolic 
reality. Provided, we can win Souls to 
Christ, “from the cunning of men lying in 
wait to deceive,” you are at liberty, it would 
appear, to call us, “ Beasts,” ‘ Papists,” 
“‘ Tdolaters,” and whatever the universally ac- 
knowledged Classic Taste and well known 
scholarship of Methodism may inspire! But, 


| 
| 


of France. Yes, Sir, and it is from a ¢onvic- 
tion im-our minds that the virtuous, patriotic 
and religious part (and, thank God, they con- 
stitute the majority) of the French nation, 
have been insulted by the late revolution, and 
a bad change of task-masters, that we feel an 
abhorrence of the conduct of a licentious 
mob, that have been set on by unprinci- 
pled demagogues, who are equally strangers 
to the law. of God, and fear of man. We are 
not willing to allow precedence to any body 
of men in the universe, in a generous and ar- 
dent devotion to well regulated liberty; but we 
differ from you Mr. Editor, in the acceptation 
of the word “ liberty,” which, as you applaud 
‘the late revolution in France,” that gaye 
birth to the savage atrocity of the Protestant 
Dutch-boors, you must make to consist of 
the profanation of the Temples of the living 
God, a blood-thirsty chase after the Clergy 
and Prelates of the Holy Catholic Church, 
and a Tarquin-like barbarity! We do not alto- 
gether say that had you been in Paris at the 
time, you would have been an additional 
and successful “ Seeker,” or Setter; but 
from the words, ‘‘ Papal Beast,” which you 
use, you induce us to suspect, that you would 


consider the French Clergy, and perhaps 


every Catholic Clergyman, and layman, and 
woman in Christendom as fair game. We de- 
| precate that Revolution, because a blow has 
again been struck by infidelity at the Reli- 
gion of France, and not for the real liberty 
and happiness of that country; a blow, how- 
ever, that must prove abortive, when intend- 
ed for the prostration of the Catholic Church: 
for, had that nation been buried in the Ocean, 
our Holy Religion would, as it must, ride out 
all the storms and persecutions, (it has _hi- 
therto done so,) that the Powers of Hell can 
concentrate and discharge against her.-— 
You speak, Mr. Editor, of the ‘‘ Ecclesias- 


tical hirelings” of Ferdinand! Confine that 





as Shakspeare once correctly observed, “Jack 
will never make the Gentleman,” we almost 
despair of completely converting you into what 
you ought to be. We shall, however, give 
you a word of advice, and if you will, “ a fra- 
ternal correction,’ when, we are afraid it will 
but too frequently happen, you may require it. 
You say, Mr. Editor, “ what a pity that 
France is not in the happy, flourishing con- 
dition which Spain enjoys under the enlight- 
ened, mild and independent Ferdidand!” We 
say so too; for had it been, it would not have 
been cursed with the infidelity, sanguinary 
revolutions and horrors, which Calvinism and 
the disorganizing productions of the Deis- 
‘tical writers of Protestant England had pour- 
ed into her. There would then be no dese- 
cration of Churches, demolition of altars and 
thrones, butchery of innocence and virtue, or 





ofthe Pope. Argument, and open, fair play 


unnatural effusion of the purest and best blood 


term, if you please, to the various and ever- 
|varying Ministers of the Protestant Creed. 
|The term is applicable to those who are in- 
| slaved by ‘a Call,” not such as was Aaron’s, 
or the Apostles, or their successors; but “ a 
Call” purely human, and special, Tuar 1s,, 
forcible and attractive in proportion to the 
Salary in ‘Town, or Country—for, Protestant 
Parsons, poor fellows, must support their 
Apostolic wives and prattling babes, by the 
fruits of the ‘‘ Call;”? for they have no idea 
of toiling day, or night for the pure love of 
God. Why should they, or how could they, 
poor men, afford it? They must take some 
fish, and loaves too? You exclaim, Mr. Edi- 
tor, ‘‘ what an abandoned creature is old La 
Fayette, and what a pity that he is not in Pur- 
gatory! The “abandoned,” Sir, are sure to go 
farther and fare worse; granting even that he 
is “abandoned,” you have only repeated what 
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Napoleon had declared in his dying Testa- 
ment, what the murdered Lewis the 16th had 
felt on his return from Varennes to the Thu- 
ileries, and what the 257th page of the 4th 
volume of a luminous work, called Baruel’s 
“ Antisociat Conspiracy,” had long since 
told us.—Although the United States have 
well paid him, (how like George Washing- 
ton was he in this, and many other respects!) 
they of course paid their Revolutionary he- 
roes much better, and why not? Their po- 
litical Charity, like that of the Bible and 
Tract cause begins at home!! We are, 
therefore, Mr. Editor, very unwilling to dif- 
fer from you about the epithet; nay, we 
think it a pity, that he, so “ great and good a 
man” has not as yet become a Methodist.— 
Oh! “ Glory!” What an abundant harvest 
would not France present then to the glorious 
Bible-Cause!—How delighted would not all 
Christendom be to see the laughter-loving, 
gay and frolicsome France thus edified in 
faith, and her sons, in their versatility of ge- 
‘nius, becoming Methodisis, Wesleyan Me- 
thodists, Calvinistic Methodists, Arminian 
Methodists, Primitive Methodists, Pilgrim Me- 
thodists, Shouting Methodists, Dancing Me- 
thodists, Moderate Methodists, Revival Metho- 
dists, and New-Connection Methodists! Who, 
Mr. Editor, would not cross the Atlantic to 
witness, this feast of feeling and this flow of 
soul! No, Mr. Editor, believe us when we 
assert, that the moment the French swing 
‘from the moorings of “ the Rock,” they will 
invariably pass by the Shark-islands of the 
Reformation, and directly sail into the Red sea 
of Deism, or into the Black sea of Atheism. 
In your professional cant you state-—“ We 
hope that the Papists,” (a gentleman and 
scholar would be very apt to call us Catho- 
lics) “ in the United States will content them- 
selves with a share of liberality equal to that 
of other sects; if not, they forfeit even that.” 
Mercy on us, Mr. Editor, we want no more; 
but do you and the members “ of other sects” 
make “ liberality” consist in miscalling and 
misrepresenting our Holy and venerable Re- 
ligion and abusing its members? This is even 
' worse than the idea of “a Citizen King;” 
while your designating “the Papists” as a 
sect, evidently shews the shallowness of your 
erudition both Classical and Theological. 
Ex quovis ligno non fit Mercurius; or, as 
your enlightened Body would say, “ Can we 
expect otherwise from the Ministers?” 


testant Christendom, for the late events in 
France.” Every man of ordinary information 
must know that Protestantism had not exist- 
ed for 1500 years after Christianity had been 
established, and that it never converted a na- 
tion, or even province, county, or town, by 


of debate.”” No, Sir, Lust, the Sword, the 
Block,the Gibbet, Bayonet, Gun and Cannon, 
brought it into life, and handed over the 
Bantling to its well known. Sponsors, Mam- 
mon and Infidelity. ‘ All Protestant Chris- 
tendom” may consistently rejoice, but what 
vane it prove? It may have reason to weep 
before long. For even Protestants say, that 
there is atime to cry as well as atime to 
laugh. 

But, it is the order of the day to misname 
and represent, and can we expect otherwise 
from poor Methodist Ministers? 

But, Mr. Editor, does all Protestant Chris- 
tendom rejoice on this occasion? What says 
the tyrannical Dutch King, or his faithful son 
to this Protestant Jubilee? You ought to know 
that they are of the Protestant School. What 
says the King of Prussia? Has even the 
Emperor of Russia whom you perhaps claim 
as a spiritual brother, as yet given any demon- 
stration of joy? ‘ How this world is given 
to ” you know, Mr. Editor, all about it. 

All that our cause wants, is honest,and even 
the most scrupulous investigation, throughout 
the universe. It was “by argument and 
open, fair play in the field of debate,” that it 
has ever been able, as it ever will be, to sup- 
port and propagate its heavenly tenets and 
morality; the very reverse of Protestantism, 
whose supporters, notwithstanding the ways 
and means they so systematically adopt, cannot 
prevent the well disposed, intelligent, good 
and virtuous portion of their numerous folds 
from reading, inquiring, and, thank God, in 
this section of our Country, from frequently 
becoming members of the “ One Faith ” and 
the “ One Fold.” 

But, Mr. Editor, how inaptly do you intro- 
duce a passage from the Great O’Connell’s 
letter, in order to shew the singularity of our 
views in relation to the late revolution in 
France! He, as a Catholic, well knows that 
there was no more need of “ the secular arm” 
to support Catholicity in France, than there 
is in enlightened,magnanimous, heroic Catho- 
lic Ireland. He is convinced that the Prom- 
ises of Christ to the Catholic Religion, do not 
require it. He wished therefore, to see “‘ the 
complete severance of the Church from the 
State,” in order that England and every such 
country, ‘* may imitate the precedent and pro- 
tect the people from the oppressive absurdity 
of supporting clergymen from whom they de- 





|rive no benefit;” for if the Protestant rule of 
You speak of “the rejoicings of all Pro-| 


Faith be the Bible and that every man, wo- 
man and child be allowed to select a religion 
at pleasure from it, what an “ oppressive ab- 
surdity”’ must it be to them not only to hear 
Protestant Clergymen, but to support those 
“ from whom they receive no benefit.” But 
he never wished that this Palladium of tem- 











“argument,” or “ open, fair play in the field- 


poral and eternal happiness should be stolen 


away, mocked, hewn down and profaned by 
Regicides and a licentious rabble. 

As to ourselves, we would say to all the 
Pastors of the Earth, whether Catholic, or 
Protestant, what the celebrated Abbe de Ia 
Mennais has proposed to the Catholic Clergy 
of France, “renounce all salary, or pecuniary 
stipend; all endowment of whatever descrip- 
tion from the government, throw yourselves 
entirely for subsistence on the piety and jus- 
tice of the people, as your flock.” If this 
were carried into effect, what would become 
of the Protestant rehgion in Europe, Mr, 
Editor? When no longer supported by fat sin- 
ecures, Acts of Parliament, and a ferocious, 
unprincipled, anti-Catholic soldiery, would it, 
could it live twenty years longer? We 
strongly doubt it. 

To conclude, then, Mr. Editor of the 
“‘ Herald,” we would strongly advise you to 
become better acquainted with Courtesy, Lo- 
gic, Literature Classic and Theological, and 
by all means with Irish Politics, before you 
again dabble in things in which you are by 
no means an adept. N. B. A gentle hint to 
this effect from you to “the Conferences,” 
may be productive of some Good. Quere: 
suppose you try it? 





We insert with pleasure the following article; for it 
not only shews that the writer is a sensible and charita- 
bly disposed person, but that the mind of Boston is open- 
ing to a sense of the injustice and absurdity of what is 
commonly called the Bible and Tract-cause. 

FROM THE EVENING TRANSCRIPT. 


Sitting at my window, one morning, I observed three 
little girls, about the ages of eight and ten years, carry- 
ing baskets of chips from a carpenter’s shop. I asked 
them how it happened they were not at school, at that 
time in the morning, it being ten o’clock. ‘The most in- 
telligent of the three answered, ‘* We do not go to school; 
we are wanted at home to get chips.’ I said, * It is 
a pity you do not go to school; ask your mother to spare 
you time for school.’” ‘* My mother has deserted me, 
and I have no father,” responded my little informant. 
‘* Are these your sisters?”’ ‘* No; they live near where 
I do; they have no father, and their mother cannot spare 
them to go to school.’’ How dreadful the reflection, 
that these promising children should waste their time in 
the streets, collecting fuel; and that so many -in this city 
are to be found in the same high road to ruin! From 
such beginnings are our Houses of Refuge—of Correc- 
tion, and from these are our State Prisons peopled! In 
Boston, provision is amply made to prevent such waste 
of time in children; and perhaps a pair of shoes, a book, 
or some other trifling want, is all that prevents many 
from availing themselves of the privilege of the public 
schools! ‘The thought instantly occured to me, how 
much better the Committee for Distributing Tracts, might 
be employed in going to the habitations of the poor, and 
ascertaining if their children attended school, and if they 
did not, inquiring the reason why; they would probably 
hear of a great many wants of books and clothing? Let 
me ask every sincere Christian, and friend of mankind. 
if the money expended upon ‘Tracts, to be left at every 
house in the city, would not be better employed in sup- 
plying such wants as would enable many children to re- 
ceive their share of the benefit so liberally provided for 
their education? Again, let me ask, if the money, thus 
expended, in providing a Tract for every house in the 
city, 1s not money wasted, and time thrown away, by 
those who gratuitously force their doctrines and books 
upon an enlightened, reading community, and who are 
civilly received by well bred people, because they come 
in the garb of religion; but their mistaken zeal and mis- 
applied charity, will cast upon them a work for repen- 





tance, of which they little think. I allude to those who 
furce their books and conversations upon people, be- 
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eause they will not break the laws of hospitality and 
breeding. Probably not a fourth part of these 
books are ever read. Then let me ask the use of such 
an expenditure, and at such a season—when waste is 
absolutely criminal, as the poor desire the consideration 
of every Christian to aid and assist them, not only with 
advice and council, but money? At such a time, is it 
not criminal to take from the poor and give to the rich? 
Their original design was to furnish cheap reading for 
the poor and ignorant classes of society; and if their 
funds have increased to ever so large an amount, how 
dare they, as accountable beings, throw the surplus away 
(to speak in the most favorable terms,) upon a wild 
scheme? Let them re-consider this favorite project, and 
they will think of a more useful appropriation 
for their funds, than giving, as promised, a Tract each 
month, where it will, at best, be but civilly received, 
witheut thanks, or benefit. 
A FRIEND TO THE POOR. 





“Remember to keep Holy the Sabbath 
Day,” is a Divine Mandate. Every Chris- 
tian sees the reasonableness and necessity 
of complying with it; but a Pharisaical ob- 
servance of the Commandment for the unna- 
tural purpose of destroying the liberties of a 
nation, where the rights of Conscience are 
happily secured by our Constitution, is what 
every honest man and Christian must depre- 
cate. 


We copy the following Article from “‘ The 
Irishman,” of South Carolina. 


Cuurcn anp State aGain!—The Sunday 
Mail gentry seem to have brought their cou- 
rage to the sticking point, since their two 
signal defeats. They are determined to waste 
the time of our public servants, by again 
thrusting their preposterous petitions into the 
halls of Congress, although experience has 
taught them that the attainment of their ob- 
ject is morally impossible, so long as the good 
sense of the people prevails. The citizens 
of America have not forgotten the unwar- 
rantable proscriptions, the tortures and the 
religidis murders perpetrated by the fanatical 
puritans of Reo Sapheehe-calther are they 
such tyros in History, as not to be well ac- 
quainted with the‘horrid effects which have 
resulted from: ecclesiastical domination in 
the old world.* Let the friends of civil and 
and religious freedom be on the alert, and 
crush, while in embryo, the desperate designs 
of adesperate faction. Read the following 

blasphemy, from one of the self-styled Or- 
thodox papers—it requires no comment: 
From the Rochester Observer. 

“Lawrut Disopepience To Law.—What 
right has Congress to annul the law of God? 
—“Vain man! Who art thou that replies 
against God?” 

Congress pass a law compelling men to 
break the holy Sabbath, the act of disobedi- 
ence on the part of those who break the Sab- 
bath, brings them under the sentence of eter- 
nal damnation—and continuing to obey the 
Congress of the United States will insure 
them the awful punishment of hell forever. 
Now, the individual Sabbath-breaker goes to 
hopeless and endless misery and ruin, and he 
bears his own iniquity: But who else is im- 
plicated? 

1. Every member of Congress who vetes 
for such a law. 

2. Every member who does not resist it. 

3. Every man in the community who favors 
the law. 


ss 





* Witness Great Britain & Co. 


4, Every man who does not protest and 
petition against it if he have an opportunity. 

Now who is willing to bear a share of the 
guilt of sending 17,000 sinners to hell from 
our Post Office department? 

Let every man look to this matter, in view 
of death, judgment and eternity. 

JOHN THE BAPTIST”. 


Thus are nine-tenths of the American peo- 
ple consigned to eternal perdition by those 
ptous souls who pretend to inculcate the pre- 
cepts of cuarity!! If this is not-the doc- 
trine of “‘ exclusive salvation,” with a ven- 
geance, we know not what is. Read ano- 
ther extract from the same paper, if you wish 
a further confirmation: 

“THe Inpian Question.—It is doubtless 
important for us to understand what is our 
duty in reference to this subject, and what 
we have to do the coming session of Congress. 
I do not know how it is with others, but as 
for me and my house we will act in the fear 
of God on this subject, and we will petition 
Congress to repeal the wicked law by which 
money is appropriated to hire the Indians to 
believe what they know is false, so that they 
are willing to renounce all hopes of civiliza- 
tion and the blessings of christianity, and go 
to a barren wilderness to die in hopeless mis- 
ery. 

If ever a nation was disgraced, ours is by 
the acts of the last Congress. 

If ever a people had occasion to repent 
and pray for forgiveness, we are that people. 
Now, Mr. Editor, I wish you would tell 
your readers that though Congress by their 
acts of 1830, have shown that they fear not 
God, (nor regard man if he is not white) yet 
there is hope in our case—and if we will con- 
tinue coming before Congress, we shall pre- 
vail. Let this be our motto. 

We ought to prevail—we must prevail— 
and we will prevail. AMEN.” 

Happy specimen of Calvinistic calmness! 
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[CONTINUED FROM PAGE 95.—No. 12.] 


Q. You said that all the saints, who are 
gone to heaven, lived and died Roman Ca- 
tholics. Pray, does not Fox’s Book of Saints 
and Martyrs shew, that there are many Pro- 
testant saints as well as Catholic? 

A. Fox’s Book of Saints and Martyrs is 
full of lies; for “there is scarcely one whole 
story in that huge volume,—but what is falsi- 
fied and perverted one way, or other.” (1) 
There were found on two leaves of Fox’s 
Book one hundred and twenty lies; (2) and 
‘‘ F, Parsons, who had examined Fox’s writ- 
ings thoroughly, declares, that, to speak mo- 
destly, there were in them at least ten thou- 
sand notorious lies.”’ (3) Anthony Wood, a 
Protestant writer says, “‘ that Fox has com- 
mitted many errors in making such martyrs, 
who were living.” (4) See the remarkable 
story of one Grimwood, who was actually pre- 
sent in a church, whom the parson was de- 
scribing on the authority of Fox’s Acts and 
Monuments, p. 2100, the circumstances of 
Grimwood’s miserable death; he said that 


—————————: 
‘‘Grimwood’s bowels, by the judgment of God, 
fell out of his body.” Upon hearing this, 
Grimwood falling into a fury went and brought 
an action against the parson for defamation. 
(1) Other instances of gross error in this 
godly book of martyrs, are discovered by 
Collier and Alanus Copus,—Fox says, that 
on the day of Ridley and Latimer’s execu- 
tion at Oxford, Gardiner put off his dinner 
until he had received an account of that tra- 
gical event: that the old duke of Norfolk, 
who was going to dine with Gardiner, was 
very uneasy for want of his dinner; and that 
as soon as Gardiner heard the news of their 
deaths, he was transported with joy; sat down 
to table, where he was seized with a dysury; 
and being carried to bed, died in great tor- 
ment a fortnight after. The falsehood of this 
tale is shewn by Collier; for Latimer and 
Ridley suffered October 16th, and on Octo- 
ber 2ist Gardiner opened the parliament, 
which he afterwards attended a second time. 
The old duke of Norfolk had been dead a 
year before this great event; and Gardiner 
himself died November 21st, not of a dysury, 
but of the gout!! (2) However,.for your 
greater satisfaction, I will just run over the 
first six months of Fox’s calendar, and give 
you the true character of a few of these Pro- 
testant saints and martyrs. 

January 2nd. John Wickliffe; martyr. This 
Wickliffe was never put to death, nor yet 
so much as imprisoned for his heresy; but 
died in his bed at Lutterworth, in Leicester- 
shire. 

Sth. William Swinderby, martyr, in 1400. 
Though Fox himself, says that in 1401, twelve 
months afterwards, no great harm was done 
unto him; nor does he even know what be- 
came of him. (3) 

7th. Sir Roger Acton, martyr. He plotted 
against the life of king Henry V. was.taken 
in vpen rebellion in St. Giles, and hanged 
for treason, not as Fox says on the 7th of 
January, 1401, but thirteen years afterwards 
on February 10th, 1414. (4) 

8th. John Brown, martyr. He was one of 
the same rebels, and hanged for the same 
crime. 

9th. John Beverly, martyr. He was hang- 
ed for stirring up these rebels to kill the king. 

10th. Richard Silbeck, martyr. He also 
was hanged for being concerned in the same 
rebellion. 

12th. Thomas Whitile, martyr, 1525. Whit- 
tle did not die till 31 years afterwards, in 
1556, and then the devil appeared to him in 
prison before his death. 

13th. Bartlet Green, martyr. He was guil- 
ty of a conspiracy against queen Mary. 

February 3d. John Claidon, martyr, He 
was executed for open rebellion. 

4th. Richard Turmyn, martyr, Fox says 
in a part of his work that he does not know 
what became of him, though he here puts 
him down as dying for the faith!! (5) Howe- 
ver, this Richard was one of the rebels in 
Oldcastle’s rebellion. 

5th. Zisca Confessor. He was a famous 
outlaw, rebel, and murderer in Bohemia. He 
called himself Monacomastix, the murderer 
of monks. After many robberies, and rising 





(1) Rel. of Trial between the Bishop of Evreux and 
L. Plesis Momey, p. 59. by N. D. 
(2) See the same p. 60. 


(1) Athen, Oxon, Hen. Morgan. 
(2) Ecc. His. p. 386. 

(3) Fox, p. 428. col. 2. n. 44. 
(4) See Stow and Holinshead. 








(3) Eng. Con. and Ref. comp. p. 110, 





(4) Athen, Oxon 


(5) Fox, p. 519, col. 1. 53, 
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against his lawful sovereign, he died of the 
plague. “Thus at length he breathed out 
his soul, striken with the plague from heaven, 
as we may well believe; being a detestable, 
eruel and horrible monster.” (1) 

6th. Sir John Oldcastle, martyr. He was 
hanged for open rebellion against his king, 
on the 14th December, 1417. 

9th. Paul Crawes, martyr. He was a sol- 
dier of the rebel Zisca; came into Scotland, 
and there raised a sedition. 

12th. Sir Roger Onely, martyr. He was 


devil; no not to the universe itself.” (1) Thus | 
Luther, raging in his lust, trampled under foot 

the laws of God and man. He broke his so-' 
Jemn vows of chastity, and commanded others | 
todo the same. He went and lived in adultery | 
with a Nun, whom he had seduced, to the end | 
ofhis life. He allowed Philip the Landgrave | 
of Hess, to have two wives at once, and he| 
says, in certain cases, “A man may have) 
ten, or more wives all living at the same’ 
time.” (2) In the second volume of his works, | 





hanged at Tyburn, November 18th, for, try- 
ing to murder king Henry VI. by necroman- 


cy. 

” Bleanor Cobham, Confessor. She was duch- 
ess of Gloucester, and wife of duke Hum- 
phrey: she was banished to the Isle of Man, 
for having attempted king Henry VI’s death 
by witchcraft, in the 20th year of his reign. 
(2 
Nash, Mother of the Lady Young, martyr. 
Her proper name is Margery Gourdmyn; she 
was the famous witch of Eye, and burnt in 
Smithfield for having tried to murder the 
same king by her conjurations and witch- 
craft. (3)° 

15th. Thomas Eckles, martyr, 1510, mis- 
name for George Eckles, or Trudge-over-the- 
World. He was hanged for high treason 
forty seven years afterwards, on the 2nd of 
August, 1557. 

18th. Doctor Martin Luther, Confessor.— 
Fox says, Martin Luther “is the Elias, con- 
ductor, and chariot of Israel, to be reverenc- 
ed next after Christ and Paul.” Let us see 
then how far his life can be compared with 
the life of Christ and St. Paul. 

Martin Luther, or Luctor, was the son of 
a blacksmith, born at Isleby, in Saxony, 

1483. Having laid the foundation of his 
studies at home, he was sent to Erford Uni- 
versity, where he remained till his 22nd year. 
One day, as Luther was walking with his 
companion, a thunderbolt struck his compa- 
nion dead, which so much frightened him, 
that he went and joined the Friars of St. Au- 
gustine, and there became a Catholic priest. 
About twelve years afterwards, Pope Leo X. 
= an indulgence, and the archbishop of 

entz, employed the Dominican Friars in- 
stead of the Augustinians to preach to the 
people. This preference of the Dominicans 
before him and his order, Luther could not 
brook; and, like the fox and the grapes, be- 
cause he could not preach the indulgence 
himself, he began with all his might to preach 


against it. Being called upon by his lawful| per. Before I conclude, I must inform you, | 


ed to yield!! Thus having taken the devil for 
his leader, Luther immediately goes to work 
to pull down the Catholic faith, and build up 
the Protestant religion. To do this, he makes 
use of all the arguments which the devil had 
put into his head; but these not succeedin 

so well as he could wish, he next declares 
that all the: Catholics must be murdered,.— 
‘“¢ Why not, assail them,” says he, “ with eve. 
ry kind of weapon, and wash our hands in 
their blood?”’ (1) And writing to one of the 


he puts forth most horrid blasphemy against | League, he says, “ you have more merit in 
God; such blasphemy as chills the blood of| shedding the blood of the Papists, than others 


every christian when he reads it. Again,| have in praying.” (2) Thus I have given yon 


the bible, the holy word of God, Luther most 
shamefully corrupts. The three first gospels 
of St. Matthew, St. Mark, and St. Luke, he 


James is no better than straw. In his Dutch 
translation of the new Testament, Staphylus 
found more than 1400 wilful corruptions. (3) 
To add to his character, he was a most ex- 
| cessive drunkard, in so much, so that they 
have this proverb in Germany: ‘ Bibamus 
Lutheranice,”’ Let us drink like Luther. 
Finally, Luther held an intimate familiari- 
ty with devils, as it appears from his letter to 
the Saxon elector, where he says, “ that the 
devil jigged through and through his head in 
such a merry mood, that at times he could 
neither write nor read.” (4) Whilst at other 
times they walked about the room in deep 
and learned conversation. ‘ The devil walk- 
ed sometimes about my bed-room with me,” 
says the doctor, “ and often down to dinner, 
at which I have eaten above a bushel of salt 
with him.” (5) Some of the devils, Luther 
tells us, were malicious devils, who cracked 
his nuts and rolled empty barrels down stairs 
while he was asleep. Others, more good- 
natured devils, who attended him in his walks 
by day, and went to bed with him at night. 
But there were two whom he so much admired 
for their abilities and learning, that he de- 
clared, “ That they could not be every-day 
devils;” nay, says he, “ I havea pair of mar- 
vellous devils, learned and solid divines, in 
the universities below, who continually attend 
me.” (6) ‘“ The devil,” says he, “ sleeps of- 
tener and cléser to me than my Catharine.” 
(7) We find him even wishing to fall by the 
hand of his sooty majesty. ‘I should like 
death,” says he, by Satan; as I should then 
fall by a more noble arm than that of the 
Emperor.” (8) Whether he had his wish, 
is not certain; but he was found dead in his 
| bed, after eating and drinking heartily at sup- 


{ 
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declares are false, and that the Epistle of St. | 


|a short but a true character of Fox’s Elias, 
‘the conductor and chariot of Israel, who, he 
'says, ought to be reverenced next to Christ 
and Paul! What! Can a man who was mad 
with lust;—who lived in adultery, and caused 
‘others to do the same;—who wrote most hor. 
| rid blasphemy, and corrupted the bible;-—who 
was a notorious drunkard and companion of 
devils;--who was as proud as satan himself, 
a preacher of sedition and murder;—what! 
Can this wretch be compared with Christ and 
Paul? If this man is a Protestant saint, 
pray what are their sinners? 
(1) Tom. 1 Ed. wit. p. 195. 
Sooooooooo 


CATHOLICS IN LANCASHIRE. 

The Roman Catholic Religion is making 
rapid progress in the county of Lancaster. 
According to the census of 1821, the follow- 
ers of the Church of Rome in Lancashire did 
not exceed 3,000; in 1829, their numbers 
hed increased to 11,000. In one parish at 
the former period, the whole Catholic popu- 
lation scarcely numbered 40; at the latter? 
they amounted to 900. In some instances 
nearly whole parishes have passed from one 
religion to the other; and in Manchester a 
short time since, 52 Protestants were baptiz 
ed in the Roman Catholic faith. The French 
Globe, a few months ago, willing, perhaps, to 
anticipate the progress of conversion, de- 
scribed the “ whole county” (tout le comte 
de Lancastre) as of the Romish religioM— 
| Star. 
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| JUST PUBLISHED, 

| And for sale at P. Moonry’s Catholic Book-store, 
| Federal street, Boston; also, at Patrick Denvir’s Book- 
| store, Main-Street, Charlestown, a number of useful 
| and interesting little works, among which are the follow- 
| ing, which may be had on the most favorable terms: 

| 1. Winver EveninG DiaLoGues between John 
| Hardman and John Cardwell, or thoughts on the 
| Rule of Faith, in a series of letters,—18 mo. 

2. LetTeERs ON THE SPANISH [NQUISITION- 


(2) Lib. ad Rust, 











superiors to answer for his bad conduct, his| that one night the devil had a long dispute | Arare work, and the best which has ever appeared 


proud spirit would not let him yield: he there-| with Luther, and persuaded him to abolish | 


on the subject: by M. Le Compte Joseph Le Mais- 
tre; translated from the French, with additional 


fore threw off all authority, and gave himself’ the Catholic faith, and to begin the Protestant | notes and Mlustrations: by T. J. O° Flaherty, 8. E- 
up to every kind of wickedness. He. kept/religion. ‘ Being awaked at midnight,” says | C.—-12 mo. 


no law, nor lived under any restraint, as he 
himself informs us where he says;—* When 
I lived in my monastery, I observed my vows 
of chastity, of poverty and obedience; but 


| Luther, “ the devil began to dispute with me, 
according to custom; but with so deep and 
powerful atone of voice, that a cold sweat 
‘began to ooze from every pore, and my heart 


| 8. Proors or THE TruE CHURCH, IN TWO 
|Parts; by Clement Winceslaus, Archbishop and 
| Elector of Treves, and bishop of Augsburg; trans 
| lated from the French.—24 mo. 

| 4. ‘THs Yourn’s Director; or familiar In- 


now I am burnt with the flames of my un-| to beat,—and after a long dispute, he got the | structions for Young People; which may be found 


tamed flesh. I am mad, almost, with the 
rage of lust, and the desire of women.—I 
who ought to be fervent in spirit, am fervent 
im Impurity, in sloth, &c. (4) Relying on the 
strong foundation of my learning, I yield not 
in pride, either to emperor, king, prince, or 


(1) Aineas Syl. His. Boem. c. 16, 
(2) Stow, A. D. 1441. 

(3) Alan. Cop. Dial. 6. 609. 610, 
(4) In Coll. Mens. 








| upper hand of me.” (8) The devil urged him 
to abolish the mass, &c. and his arguments 
were so strong, that Luther says he was oblig- 


(1) Resp. ad. Maled. Reg. Aug. 

(2) Serm. de, Mat. 

(3) Lind. Dub. p. 84. 

(4) Epis. ad Elec. Sax. v. 5. Ed. of Jena. p. 485. 
(5) Con. Dom. Rem. F. 19. 

(6) Coll. Mensal. Germ. Ed. F. 283. 

(7) Ibid. p, 275. (8) Ibid. p. 32. 

(9) De Missa privata, Ed. Witten. tom. 7. fol. 228. 












| useful also, to persons of every sex, age, and condi- 
| tion of life; illustrated with a number of historical 
| traits and edifying examples; translated from the 
French.—24 mo. 

5. InvincisLE Reasons, which should forever 
attach a Roman Catholic to his Religion, and en 
gage all Protestants to embrace the same.—24 mo. 

6. A Beautirut Pocxer EpitTron oF THE 
New TrestTAMENT, which will be sold very low. 

}(C} Distant Book-sellers, and others who may be 
disposed to take a number of the above works, will be 
allowed a reasonable discount. 











We) dies 


\\\ 


